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1 * IN I RODUC i lUN 

In India the rapid rate of population growth with usore 
than one-third population living below poverty line side- 
tracks the planners to seriously undertake within the givers 
budget the next iFsost im_portant requi re^sent of huirsanityj 
housing* The result is that India has worst condition o- 
housing among the third— world countries = The size of I--iu 
household varies froiFs one state to an other and aiccordimil >■' 
the size of dw e 1 1 1 n g is r e q u i r e d « The a v e rag e size o f 
household irs rural India is 5«5S (Total Rural-^Urban = 
when the 1 o w e s t a v e r a g e i s i n L- h an d i g a r h ^ i « e a 4 « 38 « 

In India as a whole only 30s9o per cent rural households 
occupy pucca houses.. Accerding to the definition of ■‘^Census 
of India C1991)" * a pucia house is one of which the 
p* r e d o fr§ i n a n t m a t e i a. 1 o t w a 1 1 a r. d r o o f are as given fa e 1 o w « 

y a 1 1 s Burnt bricks- GI sheets?, or other metal sheets? stone? 
CeffieFit, concrete? etc. 

Roof s Tiles? slate? c o r r uaa t e d i r on ? zinc or o t h e r me t a 1 o r 
asbestos cement sheet? bricks? limestone? RRC/RCC? etc- 


Census of India? 1991? Houses and Household Amenitios ? 
Series I? Part VII* 
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!IP OF RESIDENTIAL HOUSES 
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as fTieri 1 1 Oisad e-nrlier, India has 3C®*¥6 per cerit rural hoiises 

as pucca. ' Among some o-f the states/UTs the situation in 
rural areas is worst where C'ucca houses are even less than 15 
per cent i.e. Tripura 1.99., Manipur 4.36? Nagaland S.39? 
Andaman and Nicobars S.S4, Assam 10.90? Meghalaya 1E.0S? 
Arunachal Pradesh 12^35 and Orissa 13.52. There are also few 
states/UTs where rural pucca houses are above 45 per cent 
i.e. Delhi S6.S8? Lakshadweep 83.91? Punjab 72.23? Daman and 


Diu 

71 .23? 

Chandigarh 

58.79? 

Kerala 5 

1.80. H 

iimachal Pradesh 

49.88 

and 

Rajasthan 

47.28. 

Rural 
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of 

Delhi and 

Chand i 9srh 

ars aliifost 

the par 

t of the 

great 

er 
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system whereas Punjab? Kerala? Lakshadweep and Daman and Diu 
are the most affluent states/UTs in India. Himchal Pradesh 
and Rajasthan states are gifted with the abandance of natural 
wealth of stones for pucca houses 


4. SIZE OF ACCOMMODATION 

4 . 1 Covered Area 

Ne can get the idea of size of accommodation by Table 4? 
i.e.? per capita covered area in square metres. In India 

Ibid . 
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Table # 


* Per Capita Covered ftrea <fi=? by Type of 
Structure in Urban Areas of India 
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average 


per Cc^pita covered area in rural areas is 34, S iri^. 
The higliesi- average per capi’ta covered area available in 
kutcha houses is 39«E iri than in seirii pucca 33«9 or psycca 
houses 26,3 in rural areas. 

In rural India the largest per capita^ i.e, 15 and 

above, covered are of kutcha houses are in Arunachal Pradesh 

73? Mizoram 40*1? Gujarat 32,2? Manipur 29,5? Uttar Pradesh 

2 

17,3 and Madhya Pradesh 15,5 m , Per capita large 'covered 

area of semi-pucca houses are in Andhra Pradesh 56,5? Gujarat 

41,3? Arunachal Pradesh 21*5? Madhya Pradesh IS, 7? Bihar 

- 2 

17,5? Delhi 16,2 and Assairi l!o,S m « Highest per capita 
covered area of pucca houses in rural areas are in Madhya 
Pradesh 53,2? Arunachal Pradesh 46,3? Gujarat 41,2? Andhra 
Pradesh 39,3? Assam 26«5>? Bihar 23,8? Chandigarh 20,6? Jammu 
and Kashmir 18 ,2 and Andaman and Nicobar 15,4, 

4,2 Rgoib Qccuparsc v 

In India the majority of rural households occupy the 
min iiTsum size of accommodat ion « About 40,8 per cent 
households live in one room houses? 30,7 per cent in room 

houses? 13,5 per cent in three room houses and 6,9 per cent 
in four room houses and rest with unspecified room houses. 
Among the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes the situation 


is worst 

as 4S.1 

per cent 

Scheduled Castesr 

51. E 

per 

cent 

Scheduled 

Tribes 

live in 

one room houses ^ 

31.0 

per 

cent 

Scheduled 

Castes r 

30.1 per cent Scheduled 

Tr i be 

s in 

two 



roGifJSj 1C#.S per cent Scheduled Castes, 10.3 per cent 
Scheduled Tribes in three room houses r 4,7 per cent SCj 3.S 
per cent ST in four roonr! houses. The following Table 5- shows 
that the situation among the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 
Tribes is worst in comparison to other households. 


Table 5 ? Percentage of Kural Households 
Occupying Rooms in India 



BB9 
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Three RooifiS 

Four Rooitis 

Ov'sral 1 

40 » B 

3u » 7 

13,5 

6.9 

Scheduled C a s t e s 

48’. 1 

31.0 

10. S 

4«7 

Scheduled Tribes 

51,3 

30 « & 

10,3 

3«S 


Source ’ Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Ameni— 
tieSj^ Census of India, Series I, Part VII, 1991. 

The worst condition of rural living is observed in five 
states/UTs where one room occupying households are more than 
50 per cent, e.g, Tripura SS.S, Maharashtra 65.7, West Bengal 
59.4, Pondicherry 54.0 and Tamil Nadu 57,9 per cent. Their 
details are given in Table 6. 

Among the well-off States/UTs which have less than Eb 
per cent rural households living in one room tenaitsent are 
Laksha— dweep 8.0, Kerala 1S.7, Manipur 1/ ./ and Nagai-anti 
E0.1. More than 65 per cent rural Scheduled Castes 
households occupying one room tenament are in Chandigarh 
R.31.0, Tamil Nagu R.69,6, Maharashtra R,69.6 and U,6 j,6, 










Pondicherry y«67«7 and 
rural Sc h e dii led T r i oe s 
than 65 per cent househ 
and y*7E = 72r Taniil Nadu 
and Nicofaars R=6S*Sr C5 
yest Bengal R«65.6 and 


yest Bengal R«65aa per cent. Airsong the 
|■lausshol^! occupsying one roora fay Bsore 
olds are in Goa R,S8=.5j. Tripura R.79.4 
R=76,2i, Maharashtra R.74.Sj. Andaman 
uajarat R.66.6f Daman and Diu R.66.3r 
Andhra Pradesh R.65.3 per cent. 


Table 6 s Pgrcentaoe of Rural Households Occupying 
Rooms in States/Union Territories 
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Source s Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Ameni- 
ties. Census of India. Series I. Part VII. 1991. 


Comparatively least concentration of rural Scheduled 
Castes in one room tenamerjts is in Arunachal Pradesh rE.'i/.4r 
Manipur 20.3 and Kerala 26.3 per cent. Among rural S.T. 





concentralions in one room set is least in flanipur EE.Oy 
Nagaland 20.1? Sikkim 24.8? and Lakshadweep 7.8 per cent. 

5. HOUSING REOUIREHENT 

India has only 30.96 fier cent piticca houses in rural 
areas and majority of the households live in one room 
accommodation . But we can’t think for the improvement of 
quality as yet as we already have acute shortage of houses in 


Table 7 ■ Acute Rural Housing Shortage ? 1991 
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Source s Calculated from Table on Houses and HouT=ehold Ameni 
ties? Census of India? Series I? Part VII? 1991. 
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the country which 
in rural areas is 
afcove Table 7 shows 
states and Union Te 


needs 




priority.-^ The shortage of 

iTixliion or 3«3S per cent 
acute s'^sortage of houses in di 


iror 


e s = 


houses 
. The 
fferent 


However r there 
emerge in terms of pe 
shortage is above 
Haharashtra E99,S55r 
135^575 arid Karnataka 


af- e 3i!a.jQr states which somehow do not 
rcsntage for house shortage where house 
one lakhr Andhra Pradesh 3S2,963, 
Madhya Pradesh SS£,161, West Bengal 
126.399. 


6. HOUSING RELATED FACILITIES 


Basic housing related facilities like drinking water, 
toilet and electricity are the most essential requirements 
for today’s rural India. 

6.1 Drinking Hate r Faci 1 i ty 

In India rural households with drinking water generally 
with pipe tapt within the premises are 23.2 per cent in rural 
areas. In rural India drinking water within the premises of 
SC and ST are 15.6 per cent and 10.8 per cent respectively. 
Table S shows the State/UTs-wise rural households with water 
facility within their premises. Among the states/UTs. four 
are on the topi where more than 65 per cent rural households 

According to NSS ^■^th Round C-July 88 June 1939i. Report 
No. 376 in rural India the percentage of bad condition of 
dwellings are in pucca 4.08. Semi pucca 13.42 and kutcha 
41.88. 
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have drinking water fcnj.mty within their premisesj they are 
Lakshadweep 9E = 5, Punjab 7S.3,. Delhi 68 = 3 and Kerala 65. S per 
cent. The worst erved states/UTs ;re Misorara^ Taiail Nadu, 
Karnataka, Rajasthan, rtadhya Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh, Orissa 
and Daroari and LSiu, where less than 15 per cent rural 
households are provided drinking water within their premises. 
Among the down-trodden, i.e. SC and ST the availability of 
drinking water within the premises is least in comparison to 
overall population. 
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Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Ameni- 
,s of India, Series I, Part VII, 1991. 


lies ; 


c & T 1 s u f 





Highest 

40>*/. 


30 >% 


Lakshadweep 

81 .7 

Tripura 

73.0 

Lakshadweep 

Tripura 

63.1 

Mizoram 

53.3 

Mizoram 

Mizoram 

60.7 

Arunachal P. 

46.4 

Arunachal P 

Kerala 

46.0 

Meghalaya 

33. 4 

Tripura 

Arunachal P. 

41 ,9 

Manipur 

33.1 

Sikkim 
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in rural areas it" is 


facility fedt-hin their premises. fart 

a part of tradition and culture' that 


people prefer tO' 


defecate in t-hsir fields from 
point ,of Blit it becofi^es 

defecate on road and raii^**ay 
pollotsda Table 9 sho^^s the 


hygienic and envi roniiiSfital 
a "great problem »A^heii they 
siaes and. make the area 
snarp .. contrast in various 


stat es/UTs « 

Toe states/LTs where more than 40 per,, cent rural 
households use their toilets at hoiiie .are Lakshadweep 
Tripura *.!0 r-am iC,7T. Kerala 46»Q. and Aruna-chal ' Pradesh 

41te9« In fact arriong all these state-s the .iffip*act. of 
westerrf isat i on through Christian liiss ionaries is. an impor.tant 
factor and among the SC and ST fiOpEiiiat ion ? the , impact ,■ .is 
quite high* The lowest i*e* less than;. 5 per cent ' househo.'ids: 
using their toilets in rural areas are in Ha.dhya . Pradesh .3»7y 
Orissa 4*0 and Chandigarh 4*7« States/UTs. where le.ss . than , S 
per cent SC households use their toilets are .Chandigarh ' 
i1.P« '1,*9 and Orissa 1*9, -whereas ST households are" ..in-' Goa 

0.5. Orissa 0.7, Rajasthan 0.9, H.P. 1.0, Bihar 1.0 and 
Andhra Pradesh 1.4. All the above states/UTs have least 
impact of Christian Missionaries (See Table 9). 



6.3 Electricity 

Electricity is one of the most iffiport-ant Tas.ility in vns, 

■ ■ ^ ■ 

households and no bouse without electricity nuw C4..s = iu-. - - 
complete. Besides lighting, our day to day activities at vn:^ 



tami ly 




upon alectricitv- nu^ . 

' ■ Our country is bigger in 

as wall as in population but tba souroas and produotion 
of aiectricity ara limitad and the result is that in India 
only 45.7 par sent households ara provided with elactrioity. 
sral and urban araas tha gap is too muoh as only 33.1 plr 


In ri 

it- rur-al households are with pl^rt ri ri ts, 4 ,- -a- 

-i--trir^t.y twnen 70 per cent 

India's population lives in rural areas - 

a.eas. There is an extreme 

regional variation throu-ghout the country., which also 
correlates with the poverty and affluence^ reflecting the 
EOcio-ecDno-T.ic and cultural status of the society. Here it 


is worth to merit icn 


tnav it. IS not necessary that the 
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Punjab 

68 , 4 

Andaman S Nic. 

. 50.3 

Haryana 

6 6 # 7 

Guj.rirat 

61.2 



Delhi 

6 4 . b 

Delhi 

60,6 



Lowest 

■ 70 V 


<20% 


<10% 

Bihar 

C' . E 

Bi liar 

'4.3 

Goa 

1.3 

U.P. 

1H.6 

U.P. 

7.1 

Bihar 

3.0 

Assam 

1 3 . 0 

Assam 

11.9 

■Assam 

6 B 0 

West Bengal 

ia.4 

West Bengal 

13.0 

■ Orissa 

6.1 

Heghal ay a 

ia.4 

Orissa 

13.1 

Rajasthan 

S.E 



Rajasthan 

16.7 

West Bengal 

8.6 


Source : Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Ameni- 
ties.. Census of India, Series I, Part VII, 1991, 


houssnoxas with electric connections are enjoying the 
continuous siecl-ric supply. The shortage of electricity is 
the main hurdle tor India’s uniform regional development. 

The above Table 10 reveals that eKcept the states of 
Punjab and Haryana none of the populous states come under the 
highest 90>% categories rather they fall in the lowest <7QX 
categories or in between. In India the general feature is 
that the proportion of households enjoying the electricity 
(in terms of connection and supply) is accordinq to the 
hierarchy of settlements. Thereforsy the households in 
metropolitan cities enjoy maKimum than the other smaller 


towns or 

villages %*hsre pH'-oport ion 

goes do^n 

to 

even 

nil* 

Scheduled 

Tribes are CQirip^arat-i vsly 

WB 1 1 off 

in 

all 

those 

S tl- 3 1 ' e s x^' U 1 s 

^here they are dofiiinant 

in nuiTfber 

and 

they 

have 


their own government,- In other states/UTs where they live as 
a minority'!, they fall under the least category. Scheduled 
Castes who are general ly dispersed through out the country 
than the sTs. are better off tnan sis. 


7. CQNCLUSI0r4 

India being the seventh in area and second largest 
piopulated country of the world faces an acute shortage and 
worst condition of housing. About 18.5 per cent rural 
households suffer with flood risk of their buildings. In 


rural India about 37.5 per cent households do not have any 



approach road to their buildings. About 6.3 per cent rural 
hoiiseholas live in s 1 iiiT§/liiis t ee areas y fei*heii these figures are 
far bslo®^ than the truth. In rural aresis average size“"Wise 
per capita kutchay ssmi—puc ca and pucca structures are 39*37 
33 « 9 and S’6«3 square irsetres respectively* About 40 *S per 
cent rural households live in one roous set? is?h8reas 4S«14 per 
cent Scheduled Castes and 51.27 per cent Scheduled Tribes 
household live in one rooir? set*. Only 6*9 p^er cent households 
live in four rooms set when only 4«7 per cent and 3*S per 
cent households of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes live 
in four rooniS set respectively* ysorst states are Tripura? 
ilaharasht ra? yest Bengal? Pondi cherry ■ arid Tamil Nadu where 
more than 50 per cent rural households live in one room set- 
in rural India about 3y700y000 , houses are urgently required 
for houseless households who are compelled to huddle with 
others. The quality of living is yet to be the next priority - 
that about 70 per cent rural houses are either kutcha or 
seffii-pucca? whereas a little less than half of the humanity 
clogs in one rooifi set* 

In rural India only 32*2 per cent urban households have 
taped water within their premises. Only 11.4 per cent rural 
houses have toilet facility within the psrsiTiises. Only about 
33.1 per cent of rural households have an electricity 
connection* On an average only half of the time electric 
p*ower is available for agriculture? industrial or aoifiestic 
purposes? which is due to short sighted planning that also on 


paper only* 
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0 c G o Q m i € a 1 1 y w i t h t- h e q t- h e r a. d -/a. ii c e d s o c i e t- i e s o t t. h s w o r 1 d ? ^ 
y n 1 0 s 5 t- h 0 0 n t- i r 0 o 11 1- 1 0 o k y oo 1 i c i 0 0 - an d p 1 an n i n g "to wb . r d s 

h ii If! a Fi h a Pita t- i s n o t c h a n 9 e d 0 c a ri t- e k d 0 c t- a n y thing good i r* 
the existirig eysteiiir: Sirice geograohi cal 7 social and ecofioiTiic 
conditions of' the country are unique? theretorey oeis? 
innovations for viable housiriq iriatsrial is inevitable* 
Housing has to be declared as industry and government’s role 
should be limited to sight and services rather than allo^^ing 
its greedy author it ies to undertake spurious housing 


c on s t r u c t i on 



